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Pursuant to the rule that mere promissory statements or unkept promises cannot be made the basis of fraud,' it has been held 
that fraud cannot be predicated on: 


e promises to make’ or to pay’ loans 

e promises of employment’ 

e promises involving domestic relations’ 

e a representation by a county medical examiner and a medical research institute, to a putative organ donor’s mother, that the 
institute would take a sample of the putative donor’s brain tissue, which representation was made to obtain the mother’s 
consent’ 

e promises concerning the winning of contests” 

e promises of payment for services upon completion of rendering the service’ 

e promises as to the management of plaintiff s pension plan involving future performance? 

e promises involving corporate stock! 

Similarly, it has been held that fraud cannot be premised on a statement by a vendor of realty that the vendee will not have to 

use any money but that the vendor’s obligation will be only to resell the lots and turn the proceeds over to the vendor until 

payment is made;' on a lessor’s promise to a lessee of part of a building that he will not lease all the building to a lessee of 
another part thereof on the expiration of the promisee’s lease unless such other lessee will pay the promisee the price the 
promisee is demanding from him or her for certain furniture and the promisee’s lease interest.’ 


An assertion that one will be indicted for crime and sent to the penitentiary unless a particular thing is done does not amount 


to fraud,” nor does a declaration that one is going to get out of a company, and that the person to whom the representation is 
made will be voted out, amount to fraud.'* 
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On the other hand, deliberately false statements of intention and deliberately fraudulent promises may serve as the basis of a 
charge of fraud,” and this rule is illustrated where— 

— a used car dealer falsely promises to obtain liability insurance for a car buyer. '° 

— a purchaser of a business falsely represents the intention to take up residence and run the business, but actually represents 
others who seek dissolution of the business.” 

— a lender’s false or reckless misrepresentation that it would provide financing after knowingly permitting the prospective 
borrower to incur debts or other obligations in reliance thereon. ° 
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